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Status 

1 )□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)l3 This action is non-final. 
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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1,7,8,1 3-1 5, 1 8, 22, 26 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as 
being unpatentable over Kraus in view of DeBring and Cord. 

Kraus teaches a urine collection device having a receptacle 20, 140, a reservoir 
30 and a pump 40. Lacking is the disposition of the pump as claimed. DeBring teaches 
such a disposition in Fig. 1 of a peristaltic pump in a liquid collection device. To employ 
this pump in lieu of 40 of Kraus would have been obvious substitution of known devices 
both shown used in a liquid collection device. Regarding the recitation of the upper and 
lower surfaces see Fig. 4 of Cord where a urine receptacle is seen to have and upper 
surface located at angle of about 25 degrees relative to a lower surface. While no 
specific number of degrees are set forth, the appearance is the same as the instant 
invention and as same is taught for use in an identical art device it would have been 
obvious to provide the combination with such a surface as depicted here. 

Claims 9 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
the art as applied to claiml above, and further in view of Li. 

See element 18 of Li which use in the similar art device supra would have been 
obvious in order to provide a seal. 

Claims 10, 11, 29 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over the art as applied to claiml above, and further in view of Kimura et al. 
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To provide for the expedient of a handle such as 9 of Kimura et al would have 
constituted an obvious expedient of choice in design, as would the corner location of the 
hose at 13. 

Claims 2, 3 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over the art as applied to claiml above, and further in view of Bribara. 

To further employ the expedient of a wheeled frame as taught by Bribara would 
have been obvious to the ordinary artisan as this is taught in an identical art device. 

Claims 4 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
the art as applied to claiml above, and further in view of Jones. 

To provide a tissue holder in a location convenient to a user such as taught at 18 
of Jones would have been obvious expedient. 

Claims 5, 16, 25 and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over the art as applied to claiml above, and further in view of Hirsch et al. 

To employ the expedient of a quick release wherever needed or desired such as 
taught by Hirsch et al at 22 would have been obvious to the ordinary artisan as same is 
taught in a like art device. 

Claims 17, 20, 33 and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over the art as applied to claiml above, and further in view of Holbrook et 
al. 

To employ a check valve such as taught in Fig. 1 1 and a transparent container 
with indicia as taught at 30 would have constituted an obvious use of expedients shown 
to be known in an identical art device. 
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Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the art 
as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Parks. 

To provide for the pump here to be variable speed would have been obvious as 
same is shown to be known in a body treatment device at col. 4 lines 18-19 of Parks. 

Claims 36, 37 and 40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Cord. 

Cord provides full response here except for the specific recitation of the number 
of degrees of the orientation of the respective surfaces as seen in Fig. 4. The angle 
shown falls within this parameter; however, with the teaching of Cord at hand the 
degree parameter here would fall at least within an obvious extension of the Cord 
teachings. The claim 37 neck is seen at 4. 

Claim 38 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the art 
as applied to claim 36 above, and further in view of Li as applied to claim 9 supra. 

Claim 39 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the art 
as applied to claim 36 above, and further in view of Kimura et al as applied to claim 10 
supra. 

Claim 41 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the art 
as applied to claim 36 above, and further in view of Holbrook et al as applied to claim 17 
supra. 

Claims 12, 21 , 31 and 35 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
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After completion of this action it was noted that there is no claim 6. Applicant 
should renumber the instant claims. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Charles E. 
Phillips at telephone number 308-1 51 5. 




ChartosE. Phillips 
primary Examiner 



